
c 

o b t a i n i n g  LaGrange t e l e p h o n e  service f rom S o u t h  C e n t r a l  B e l l  T e l e p h o n e  

Company (Bell) rather t h a n  service from Eminence ,  Kentucky.  

CASE NO. 7547 



p r o v i d i n g  service t o  customers o u t s i d e  of t h e  e s t a b l i s h e d  boundary 

l i n e ;  

3) The Record shows  t h a t  t h e  t o t a l  cos ts  t o  accompl i sh  

P e t i t i o n e r s '  r e q u e s t  would be fa r  i n  e x c e s s  of t h e  d i r e c t l y  a t t r i b -  

u tab le  costs  w h i c h  w e r e  f u r n i s h e d  by B e l l ,  a n d  c o u l d  more n e a r l y  be 

e x p e c t e d  t o  be i n  t h e  r a n g e  of t h e  $300,000.00 w h i c h  w a s  p r e s e n t e d  

by Bell a t  t h e  h e a r i n g ;  

4 )  P e t i t i o n e r s ,  b y  l e t te r  r e c e i v e d  November 5 ,  1979,  a g r e e d  

t o  pay ,  over a t w e n t y - y e a r  p e r i o d ,  f o r  t h e  d i r e c t l y  a t t r i bu tab le  

costs of p r o v i d i n g  t h e i r  r e q u e s t e d  service.  H o w e v e r ,  t he i r  p r o p o s e d  

c o n t r i b u t i o n  would  n o t  pay t h e  t o t a l  debt s e r v i c e  of t h e s e  costs, 

n o r  would t h e  t o t a l  costs of p r o v i d i n g  s u c h  s e r v i c e  be r e c o v e r e d ;  

5 )  P e t i t i o n e r s '  r e q u e s t  for a c h a n g e  i n  t h e  boundary  l i n e  

s h o u l d  be den ied ,  s i n c e  a l l  B e l l  r a t e p a y e r s  would  e v e n t u a l l y  be 

f o r c e d  t o  p a y  t h e  major p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  t o t a l  costs of s u c h  a p r o j e c t ,  

a n d  t h i s  would c l e a r l y  n o t  be i n  t h e  p u b l i c  i n t e r e s t .  

IT  IS THEREFORE ORDERED t h a t  P e t i t i o n e r s '  r e q u e s t  for LaGrange 

t e l e p h o n e  service from S o u t h  C e n t r a l  B e l l  T e l e p h o n e  Company be a n d  

i t  h e r e b y  is denied. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED t h a t  t h e  i s s u e  of S o u t h  C e n t r a l  B e l l  

Te lephone  Company's v i o l a t i o n  of t h e  boundary  l i n e  a t  P e t i t i o n e r s '  

l o c a t i o n  w i l l  be a d d r e s s e d  by t h e  Commission as a g e n e r a l  i s s u e  i n  

Adminis t ra t ive  Case No. 218, T e l e p h o n e  U t i l i t i e s  Exchange B o u n d a r i e s .  

Done a t  F r a n k f o r t ,  Ken tucky ,  t h i s  19th day of February, 1980. 
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